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JUDCE SAINSOT: By the authority vested in ne
by the Illinois Commerce Conm ssion, | now call
Docket 06- 0525.

It is the Illinois Conmerce
Comm ssion, on its own notion, consideration of the
federal standard on interconnection in Section 1254 of
the Energy Policy Act of 2005.
WIIl the parties identify thensel ves

for the record, please.

M. EARL: On behal f of Amerend LCO,
AnrerenC PS, and Amerenl P, Laura Earl wi th Jones Day,
77 st Wacker, Chicago, Illinois 60601.

MR PABIAN: n behalf of Commonweal t h Edi son
Conpany, M chael S. Pabian, P-a-b-i-a-n, 10 South
Dearborn Street, 49th Floor, Chicago, Illinois 60603.

MR MOORE On behal f of Environnental Law &
Policy Center, John More, 35 East Wacker Drive,
Suite 1300, Chicago, Illinois 60601.

MR LANNON:  And on behalf of the Staff of
the Il1inois Commerce Conmm ssion, M chael Lannon,
160 North LaSalle Street, Suite C 800, Chicago,
I11inois 60601.
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M. STEWART: On behalf of M dAmerican Energy
Conpany, Suzan M Stewart and Karen M Hui zenga, 401
Dougl as Street, P.Q Box 778, Sioux Gty, lowa 51102.

JUDCE SAINSOT: Please don't take this
personally. | think we need to start over with the
comments. | really didn't understand them

To me, when | saw the | EEE st andard,
that seemed to address safety considerations, like a
bui | di ng code or sonething Ii ke that, but nobody
real |y expl ai ned what that standard was for or why
that standard was i nappropriate for certain things
nment i oned.

For exanple, there was sone nention of
it being inappropriate for |arger generators or
generators that were bigger than ten M/A, but nobody
expl ai ned what ten WA was or why that standard didn't
work for ten WA | don't even know, fromthe
conments, whether that's a safety issue or what.

And there were other standards that
wer e nmentioned, but nobody expl ai ned why t hose were
better and what they were better for; so what | need
Is a statenent, a firmstatenent, direct statenent, as
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to when the standard won't work, why it won't work,
and what needs to be done in a situation where it
won't worK.

(Brief interruption;

M. Rordan trying to join

conference call)

JUDCE SAINSOT:  And the ELPC, just |ooking at
ny notes, argued that this rule naking should
enconpass W nd sources and other sources of generation
which, | take it, are renewable; but | don't know
fromyour comments, whether we have renewabl e sources
or whether we will have renewabl e sources, and that's
sonething that | think an inforned decision should
include. 1 did find the ELPC s di scussi on of what
ot her states do, you know, hel pful.

So your new comments are going to be
in plain English, English that a | awyer would
understand; and they'l| have a factual foundation, the
who, what, where, and when of all the concl usi ons,
factual concl usions nade or expert opinions nade.

And, please, can we stay away from
acronyns, unless they' re sonmething |ike "ELPC' or

12
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“"NARUC' or sonething that | would be famliar wth.
There were just a whole | ot of
acronyns there, and | found nyself draw ng diagrans to
keep the acronyns straight, and |'mnot sure that
that's really necessary.
So, how |l ong do you need for the new
comment s?
MR MXORE How s January 30th?
MR PABI AN:  That woul d be fine.
MR LANNON:  Sounds okay. Let ne just check
the date itself.
We don't have a problemw th the 30t h.
MR PABIAN: It's fine with Conkd.
MB. EARL: Fine with Aneren.
JUDCE SAINSOT: Ckay.
You want two weeks for rebuttal
comments? Does that work?
PABI AN:  That woul d wor k.
LANNON:  Yeah.
EARL: That's fine.

> ® ® %

PABI AN: That woul d wor k.
JUDGE SAINSOT: So that woul d be
13
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February 14th or February -- | can't renenber what --

MR MOORE | wanted to avoid the electronic
probl em downstairs, so | did not bring ny BlackBerry
W th ne.

JUDCE SAINSOT:  Yeah, it would --

MR, PABIAN: Looks like it would be the 13th.

JUDCE SAINSOT: Wl |, January 13th -- oh.
Wait a mnute. |'mlooking --

MR PABIAN: February 13t h.

MR MXORE February 13th.

JUDGE SAI NSOl Ckay. Rebuttal.

MR LANNON:  The 13t h?

MR PABI AN. Mm hmm

JUDCE SAINSOT: Hope it's not a Friday.

MR LANNON: No. [It's a Tuesday, | think.

MR PABIAN: This nonth is a Friday --

JUDGE SAINSOTI:  And, please, don't take
this --

MR PABIAN. No, next nonth is a Friday.

JUDCE SAINSOT:  And, please, don't take ny
comments, what | said, personally.

MR LANNON: Instead of the --
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JUDGE SAINSOT: | don't feel that --

MR, LANNON: Excuse ne.

JUDCE SAI NSOT:  Ckay.

MR- LANNON: Instead of the 13th, could we
nove it to the 14t h?

JUDCE SAINSOT:  14th is fine.

MR PABIAN:. Ch. Then we should draw hearts

on it.

JUDCE SAINSOT:  Then could we have a status
hearing --

MR MXRE  Yes.

JUDCE SAINSOT:  -- the 21st?

MR PABI AN: Sounds good.

JUDCGE SAINSOT: At 1:00 o'clock or 11:00 --
well, let ne just see. | have the Comm ssion cal endar

sonewher e here.
1:00 o'clock. There is a Comm ssion
neeting that day. So 2/21.
MR MXCRE 1:00 o'cl ock?
JUDCE SAINSOT: At 1:00 o' cl ock.
MR MOORE Judge, can | just ask for a
little nore clarity --

15
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JUDGE SAI NSOT:  Sure.
MR MOORE -- on what you would |ike?
| got fromyou that you want an

expl anation as to when the | EEE 1547 standard appli es.

JUDGE SAINSOT:  Mm hmm

MR MOORE And, | suppose, any ot her
standards that mght apply as well, if relevant.

JUDGE SAI NSOT: Ri ght.

MR MXRE |Is that, essentially, what you're
| ooki ng for?

JUDGE SAINSOI: Right. And if you don't --
because there was sone nention of it being

i napplicable to | arge generators, and | need to know

why.

MR MXRE R ght.

JUDGE SAINSOI:  And |'mnot -- again, |I'mnot
trying to be nean. |I'mjust trying to develop a

decent record.

MR PABIAN: Right.
LANNCN:  Absol utel y.
PABI AN: R ght.

2 % %

LANNCN: Now, your Honor, | would like to
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just discuss exactly what we'll be addressing in these
additi onal comments al so

Fol | owi ng up on M. More's conmment
and what you' ve already said, | take it we're going to
| ook at the | EEE standard, give you all kinds of
background, as much background informati on as we can,
when it applies, when it doesn't, et cetera.

Now, |'ve always taken the viewthat
we' ve got kind of a dual-fold purpose here. ne
concerns adopting the consideration of the |EEE
standard itself, and then you have how you i npl enent
t hat st andard.

JUDGE SAINSOT: Right.

MR LANNON:  |I' mwondering, should we address
bot h these issues, say, you know, the interconnection
standard itself, and then the second half of the
comrents address how the parties feel the standard
shoul d best be i npl enent ed?

As you know - -

MR MOXCRE  Yes.

MR LANNON: -- Staff has a position on
that --

17
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JUDGE SAI NSOT: Right.

MR LANNON: -- ELPC has a position, and the
utilities have a general position of their own too.

JUDCE SAINSOT: Right. That woul d be useful
t oo.

You know, if you're going to set up
contracts, like they do with tel ecominterconnection
and that sort of thing, what you see would facilitate
I nterconnection, nore on a legal basis, | take it, is
what you're sayi ng.

MR MXORE | think what Mchael is saying,
Judge, is that we need to figure out whether or not
the Comm ssion's going to oversee inplenmentation of
t hese, quote, interconnection standards, whatever
they' re defined as, and | think there's a threshold
guestion of what exactly the, quote, interconnection
standard i s under the federal act.

H storically, ELPC has taken the
position that the Comm ssion should do a rul e naking;
| think Staff is sort of in the mddle with the
tariff; and Conkd and Aneren have expressed sort of a
staged -- a little slightly different approach.

18
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| actually think the parties are not
as far apart on making this work as the comments m ght
first suggest. | could be wong; but having been
I nvol ved i n interconnection since 2001 at the
Commssion, | think we're actually at a point where we
mght be abl e to nake sone progress.
So l'd like the conments to address --
| agree with Mchael's request. The comments shoul d
address inplenentation, as well as the full range of
what standards are, in a plain English fashion.
MR PABIAN: Right.
JUDCE SAINSOT:  And | agree.
MR LANNON:  Ckay.
JUDCE SAINSOT: Definitely, just for the
record.
And | see inplenentation, again, nore
tal ki ng about paperwork issues and | egal issues.
MR MXORE Rght. And we |ook at these
| ssues as mainly involving paperwork, timng,
deadl i nes, fees, standardi zed fees, and things |ikes
that, deadlines, fees, and just overall
| npl enent ati on.
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JUDGE SAINSOT: Right.

MR MOORE And | also think that it could be
that after we see our comments and reply comments and
we have a status in February, that some sort of a
wor kshop or a facilitated di scussion mght be
appropriate to see if we can resolve this, not
necessarily a formal workshop with just tal ki ng heads,
but sone sort of a discussion wth Staff.

I'd like to get Staff involved. |
know there are ethics issues involving Staff in
tal ki ng about an ongoi ng proceedi ng.

MR PABIAN: Just for clarification, when we
di scuss inplenentation in our comments, are we tal king
about sort of a high level, what shoul d the approach
be -- in other words, should it be a rul e naking,
should it be -- or else should we get down into the
nitty-gritty, what should the tine franes be for
applications, should there be penalties, what shoul d
the costs be, and those types of things? | nean,
how - -

JUDGE SAINSOTI: |'d prefer nitty-gritty
nysel f.
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MR LANNON:  Your Honor, | agree, but | think

it shoul d be both.

| think, you know Staff is saying
everything can be acconplished within the framework of
the tariffing; | think ELPCis a little bit different,
and they're saying all the nitty-gritty can be
acconpl i shed within the framework of a rul e-naking;
and | think the utilities also have a different
position, saying, "Well, we've already got things in
pl ace and" --

MR PABIAN. Ve¢'ve got things in place --

MR LANNON:  Right.

MR PABIAN. -- and there isn't really a
precedent for tariffing procedures at the Comm ssion,
so, you know, that's a concern that we have. That's a
real concern that we have.

MR LANNON:  Right.

MR MXCRE And | want to be on the record,
that we actually have noved towards Staff's position
on this in ternms of what we have, three utilities in
the state. W think three tariff proceedi ngs m ght be
a better way to go.

21



© 00 ~N oo O b~ w N P

N NN B R R R R R R R R R
N P O © 0 N O OO A W N O

MR LANNON:  Well, it's --

MR MOORE W'dIlike to address that in nore
detai |l ed comrents.

MR LANNON:  Right.

It sounds |ike M. Pabian has raised a
| egal issue that really hasn't been addressed, and
that is whether the tariffing regi ne contenpl ated by
the PUA would, in fact, properly enconpass the nitty-
gritty, the details of what has to be acconpli shed.

MR PABIAN: Well, | nean, that is certainly
at one level; but even if it is, the advisability of
doing that is another thing.

For exanple, we don't have tariffing
of RES, switch orders, which is a highly
procedural i zed process but has been pretty well
accommodat ed wi thout the need for specific tariffing.

Tariffing, while it guarantees certain
uniformty, it also reduces flexibility if, for
exanpl e, the parties agree there is a need to change.
Then you've got to go through a tariff change and all
that other kind of stuff. So, | nean, there are --

JUDGE SAINSOI:  (Good point. It's easier to
22
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amend a contract than it is a tariff.

MR PABIAN. Vell, right. But, you know,
we' ve have procedures out on the web site, and they' re
open and avail able for people, and that's a -- you
know, the issue of nondiscrimnation shouldn't be an
Issue. | nean, we really believe --

MR LANNON:  Right.

MR PABIAN. -- that, but it's a question of
nore flexibility to accommodate, especially in an
emerging -- well, not necessarily energing, but where
things can vary fromday to day or whatever, perhaps
fromapplication to application, to give people the
flexibility to do what they need to do w t hout
necessarily being |locked in through a tariff that
m ght not anticipate --

M5. STEWART: This is Sue Stewart from
M dAneri can.

I'd also like to point out the
diversity of the kinds of resources that m ght be
| nt er connect ed.

JUDGE SAINSOT: Right.

MR PABIAN. R ght.
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MR LANNON: Al these issues are what Staff
would |ike to have information on, as nmuch as, you
know - -

JUDCE SAINSOT:  So, | guess, to anmend ny
answer to your question, | guess if you re goingto
have the nitty-gritty, you |l probably have to start
with the concepts too, and then the nitty-gritty would
flow fromsome conceptual thing, | think.

MR MXORE | think as long as we have enough
to forma fruitful basis for you to sort of eval uate
where this proceedi ng needs to go post February --

MR PABIAN: That's probably right.

MR MXCRE -- and where --

MR PABIAN: | nean, we can take the
comrents, and then we can address that at the status.

MR MXORE R ght.

JUDCE SAI NSOT:  Right.

MR MXORE So to reiterate, | guess, you d
| i ke expl anations, what standards apply and when, what
types of resources --

JUDGE SAINSOT:  And why.

MR MXRE And why.
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JUDCE SAINSOT:  Yeah.

MR MOORE Second -- what was second?

MR PABIAN: | npl ementati on concepts.

MR MXORE R ght, inplenmentation concepts,

high level of detail. Gay. And | think that was it.
JUDCE SAI NSOT: Ckay.
Thanks, everybody.

(D scussion off the record)
(Continued to February 21,
2007, at 1.00 o' clock p.m)
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